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POSTTION STATEMENT O SAND MINTIG I8N INLETS

AMining inlens for saud i

4 sppllcurd: assins the burden of provi propossd minirg
projecss are environmerially scecpiable, Regulaiory sgawciss BT
that they have the capacity so mriicipaie the environmenisl consequencet of wining
activdies, snd fo conrisenily exfores | I rEgRiRments

y business, Several existing inlet mining projects in North
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Tida! iniets we - nature’s most dynamic coestal environments, opaning and
closing in response 10 sorms and, in some cases, migrating long distances back and forth
aloag bamier shorelines. Linking ocean to sounds, inlets are crucial conduits for

hgnge of weter, sediment and marine life. Nature! shifts in Inlet locesions sre

AL

associated with some of the highest ocexn erosion ratzs in North Caroling.

Mot inlets comain large reservoins of sénd, derived from the litoral tranepost
system, e are itherefore ted o the adjacent barrier islands, These disrincyive shoals
ooour on both the soetn snd sound side of the inlet, are referred 1o, respectively, &s 65D
tidal deluas and flood tdal deftas Shoals exposed 0 waves and SOng crrenis &¢ i
constant motion, exchanging and redistributing their sediments. Adjacest shorelines bota
on the beach and back glong the sound are constently receiving aad losing sand that s
rebeszed and captured by these deltzs.

Many of North Cercling’s 22 tida! inlets 2 dredged 1o meet navigstions! netds,
A few inlets have also dredged of realigned to protect coastal property. Dredging
inlets disrupty The longshors send-sharing aystem by wrapping send in decp, rocemly
dredged channels. Dredging can slso change the rymmetry of an inlet, influence the
pattsm of incoming waves, and alter the natursl “breakowater effect” of the ebb ddal delts.

i

Some besch commmmities view injets as readily sccessible sourses of nigh-gquality
sand that can be mined 15 rebuils teir eroded beachey, Alteing aa inlet sywem by
removing tand ean heve substantial and uspredictable environmemal impacts. The
mining of Shailoire Infe? in 2000-2001 1o provide sand 10 Oceen lsle Beech has been
blarmed for the loas of more than 300 feet of besch, dunes snd plast life on the westam
end of Holden Beach in an erea thet had begn acoreting prior to the project. A7 Mason's
Infer, the relocation and widening of the mlet has caused & postion of the Atlamic
Imtercossal Witerway o 81 in with sand efter i&ﬁ & few mosRhs, rether then e fow years
s forecasr.  Moreover, bird nesting wrexs sdjacent 1o the inlet have not beex msss ged in
sccordance with parmit requirements, resulting in the loss of an entire nesting season for
cred bird specics. NOCF does not believe Sigt state and federal agencies have
dernonstrated that they have the capasity to comprehensively evaluate inlet giersiion
projects and 1o follow throbgh on permit conditions made to mitigste environmental

LmDECTs. f




Thersfore, before any more mining projects are guthorized, applicants must
aysume the burden of proving that their projects will not cause unscceptable
environmentsl imnects, In addiion, state and fedoral agencies must demongrale thas
chey will enforce permit requirements alrsedy placed on projects they've approved.
Morpover, stute ind federa] sgencies should require all projects that propose o Mine
inlets for beach quality sand or to realign inlet channels 1o mect the following conditions:

1) Enviresmental Impact Statement (E15) - AnEIS must be condusied under the
WC Environmenzal Policy Act or Nationsl Environmental Policy Aot for any
peoject that proposes w dredge of otherwise manipulate an infes, tidsl delta or
adjucem prtusring ares for the purpose of! 2) relocating 88 inlet or chanrel, b)
expanding the dopth or width of an existing, authorized navigation chanmel; or, )
constructing or maintaining s beach fill project.

v Al secondary and cumulative impacts must be identifled erod scaqualely
addressad in the BIS, including those impacts that could affect estuarine of
offshore fisheries resources, onshore and offshore Ureatensd snd/or
endsngered species, critical habitats, and the sedimens budgst on edjscent
islands and mainiand aweas;

b all pre-specific uncerzainties of the implications must be modeisd and
gorrecied in The BIS prior 1o projoct approval, especially those impacts that
ars reteted io wave re ion and “drawe doom” of the obb tidsl delie; &nd,

¢. A comprebensive infet management plan must be developed fo7 the inlet
14 included as an sitechment 1o the EIS.

d. Environments) documents must adhere to the sequencing procedures that
reguice svoidence, minimization, and fnally compensation, mciuding
mitigetion of impacts. All opporiunities to avoid and minimize the long-
rerm and muhiple environments! impasis essociuted with inles projects
must be exhausted prior to compensating or motigating for such impacts.

2) Ecosysterm monitoring and protection plsn — Ecosysien monitoring must be
condueted priot 1o, during and for severs! years following an inlet shtvstion
project. Pre-project, and pos-projest monitoring must be of sufficient duration
#nd repetition to allow for en scourate comparison of conditions and
understanding of impects to the ecosystem. Independent experts i ?&ioiagie:.:&i?
shysical and geclogical sciences should be engaged 1o develop and irpplement the
monitoring plans during cach sesson of the yrar wnd the plan must be peer
reviewed priot 1o spproval Plans must requice project spoRsors to parrol newly
crested habitat oy insure that humans or animals do not haraxs threstened and
endangered specici. ‘

(1]

} Strict sdheremece to CAMA & US Army Corpe of Lagineers regulabons,
CAMA land uie plass aad state sed Tederal water quality standards.
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Seg2e mining 1 - IF sard i3 10 be removed fom the inlst system, then & Raie
miniag permit mulk be secured.

Bemoval of s2ud bags - When an inlet alterstion project is completed, all
mxisting shoreling sabiliration devices such 1 sandbags must be removed Fom
the infet hirerd 2

Thorough ev of eeomornic cansiderations — The need 07 & noarby
source of beach compatible sand must not be ysed e the overriding justificstion
for an inlet-dredging project. Economic benefit, while relevers, mudt be

Ancepinble e o& tiralegy whh fisaseisl ssspraness — Miigation must be
planned snd savcipassd for bosh the expected and unexpected environmentel
irpects of inles dradging projects. The project sponsar must be banded and
financilly responsible for all mitigation, whrther expected or ynexpecisd. A
dersiled mitigation plan and timetable must zecompany the CAMA permit with
fic punitive actons for faflure w0 comply on time,

vhibition of menetary, or other finascial, pios from the privite tiie o7
exchange of public trust ressurces - Sand removed from sn inlet sysiem s the
property of the stete. The Depe t of Adminigyation must not allow private
entities 1o seil or exchangs ocedn, inlet or estuerine send withowt fully

Gres ing the ntae

Proven track recerd — Project epplicents ind caginesring frms st heve &
proven trsck record with complisnce with previous pesmit sonditions. If permut
corditions have not been mer, then renewsl of the epplicam’s CAMA permit must
be disspproved,

10) Publie sponsorship of projects — Inlet dradging projects mus be mponsored by

both sdiscent municipalities

11} Approvel of @ﬁ}%ﬁ& ndawners - Prior 1o iswing 3 CAMA permit forinlet

dredging, the spprovel of adjacent property owners must be secured, including '
i : in the flood tda! delta and the barrer isl on both sides




	Table of Contents
	Correspondence List

